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PSALME Iog. 15. 
Touch not mine eAnointed, oc. 
From ſome falſe glofles,now and hereto- 
fore obtruded upon-it by Anabapriſts: *-. 
| Proping =. 5 


Thatthis Divine inhibition chiefly concernesSub- 
jets: who let them be never ſo Gods ſervants, yet are 
they not Gods Anointed as well as Kings. 


| | Being a Reply to a late ſeditious Pampbhlet, called, 
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VINDICATION, «&c. 
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| Juds. verl. 19. 
Theſe be they who ſeparate themſelves, ſenſual having not the Spivie. 
Verlſ. 16. Theſe are murmurers, complainers, walking after their owne 
laſts, and their owne mouth ſpeakerh great ſwelling words, having 
mens perſons in admiration becauſe of advantage. 
Verl. 8. Likewiſe alſo theſe filthy dreamers defile the fleſp,deſpiſe domi» 
nion,and fpeake evid of dignitics, 
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A. 
REVINDICATION OF 
PsaLM. 105. VERS. 15. 


Touch not mine eAnointed, ec. 


TRY 


& 


=_ A Hy, 4A vindication of Pſalme 105. 15 ? Touch not 
SS) = mine Anointed,C5c. AS if the man would perverſely 


intimate to theſe miſunderſtanding times,that there 
were no other Text of Scripture to that ſelf-ſame 
ſenſe and ſcope; from which hee would pretend to 
if vindicate this. And fo ( this vindicated ) the Truth 

it ſelfe mult quite fall ro the ground. Elſe, where- 

fore keeps he ſacha whittling abour one ſlender ar- 
row (as he takes it)when the quiver is full of ſtrong ſhafts, and ſuch as 
flie mainly at the marke ? thinks he the whole hedge muſt needs lie a= 
long,becauſe the thiefe tugs hard to fteale one ftake out of it? Tis houſe 
( like the houſe foundedupona rock ) 1s built upo;, tirer pillars, then 
to totter,though one prop be wrencht away.No,no,T can aſſure him, the 


y 


muſtersare compleat, & the cauſe will be toutly maincained againft him; 


though he would labour never ſo to invegle one fingle manaway from it. 

Bur this 1s nor all,to deprave a Truth, which is faRtious hereſie: bur 
there's as ill as thar, to ſtrike at the perſon whom that truth concernes - 
which 1s villanoustreachery. For why would he not have Kings here 
mcant to be Gods eAnointed ? becauſe (uch are abſolutely inhibited here 
to be ronche. So then he would therefore jovalide the truth of the thing, 
that ſ6 he might give licence to the injury of the fa&.Princes (for him) 
might have beenc here alſo underſtood Gods Anointed,but that it is here 
{o plainly inhibited to zoxch them. How to touch them? with a' very 
malignant touch. For fo the ancient in their tranſlation expound rawge- 
re, by malignari, We ſee then who are ſimply the Malignants z even 
thoſe that dare offer to ouch the Lords eAnointed. 


*E.. LWACLLL 


(2) 


Now ſeeing he excepts againſt a ſingle man in this royall army, or ras 
ther will needsinfimalate him, to deny his colours; we will {et him afide 
awhile, and have at him with double and treble forces from another 
wing. At him? No. I hold it more honourable toretreatatfirſt on«ſer.ras 
ther then offer coskirmiſh with a ſeditious Pamphleter, againſt wi.um all 
victory is but lofle and ſhame. 

Wherefore waving him (for heis prepoſſeſt ) I earneſtly wiſh all Sub- 
Jes (that are Chriſtian and. godly) to be well inſtructed: in thoſe words 
1.5am.24.6,10,1 2. of their right meaning, of their true uſe, Which done 
throughly,then themſelves may be pleaſed ro call in the man,and ask him, 
If here benot a conſcience fully convinced of a divine inhibition, when 
he ſaics, The Lord forbid. A-phraſe (both here and in many other places 
of ——_— not onely an inhibition, but a conſcience convicted of 
that inhibition:andnot onely a conviction, but a reſolution not topraQtice 
apainſt it:- and not onely notto praRtice againſt it himſelfe ;- but not ſa 
much as yeild or ſuffer others ſo to do; Ask him againe, whether thoſe 
words (of ſtretching forth the hand againſt the Lords eAnointed )be to be 
interpreted and applicd »ot-to Kings , but onely to ſubjetts, and as ſub- 
je? ſurely the mans own ignorance 1s not fo much, as that his malice 
dares now be'peremprory: neither his malice ſo much, asto preſume he 
may here alſo obtrude upon others ignorance, If he have either know- 
ledge or conſcience;he cannot but confeſſe, here's a Divine inhibition gi- 
ven to ſubjeas, notto Kings; who are (ina peculiar manner) the Lords 
eTnointed, and not they. | 

© Lerall rrue ſubjeRs learn what David fayesagain,1.Sam.36.9,10,t1. 
Who can ſtretch forth bis hand againſtthe Lords anointed? He demands 
Fh), intkeuniverſall and indefinite, to note, that no man ought to do 
Mch ana, of what place or power; of what condition or concernment 
Noever. He ſayes, and be guiltleſſe, to note, ther's no humane cauſe or 
command can ſufficiently warrant hereunto : much lefle can Jealoufies, 
faſpicions, ſuppoſals, excuſes, pretences; which alfo havea guilt of their 
own,beſides that of the fa&they would induce unto. In the 10 verſe,he 
leaves the Lords anointed in every thing, to the Judgement of the Lord 
Himſelfe; noting,that Kingsare puniſhable for their offences,not by men, 
much left their own SubjeRs.butare to be referred herein to God alone. 
Laſtlyhe fayes, The Lord forbid; or the Lord keepe mefrom: noting it to. 
bea worke ofreſtraining grace, mot to ftretch forth the hand againſt the 
\ Lords anointed, The Fanaticks, our of their Enthnſiaſmes,do il] then to 
Incite men hereunto, by making it a motion of the Spirit. 
But good Subjects heed moreover the.3. Sam41, 14.16, Sec here a juſt 


(3) 
exampleofone, that did but pretend to praQtice contrary tothis awful 
truth. The e-fmalckite had not once touched the Lords Anointed to ſich 
a fat. For ('tis evident 1n this Chapter, as alſo t.Sam. 31. and 1.Chron 
10. )that King Saul died by his own act, jyet certainly the vile wretch 
2 will to ſuch a deed; and that made him boaſt as if he had done it. Now 
to boaſt, and lie, and difſemble, & pretend in buſineſſe of ſo high a nature; 
and concerning ſo mighty a perſonage, as that ofa King, was of it ſelf 
worthy of ſevereſt puniſhment: And David bythisexample of Juſtice, 
lersus underſtand that it 1s Capitall but tointend or pretend violence to 
the Perſon of a-Prince, the Lords Anointed. Yea the villain, preſuming 
others conſcienceto beas corruptas his own,belies himſelf inexpeaation: 
of reward. (So there be many nowadayes that miſcheivouſly belie them= 
ſelves to have had hands in fach and ſuch perillous and unwarrantable 
facsas indeed they durſt hardly approach;in preſumption to pleaſe men, 
and be applauded. ) But this Caitife was taken at his own word, and ab- 
horred for it,and ſo oughrall ſuch to be ſerved, that dare but falſely boaſt 
to have bin aRours in foule miſcheif, amonglt men of honeſt conſcience .. 
Yea, as this Amaleckzte did belie himſelfe into a Treaſon, and worthily 
ſuffered for it: {o has this Pamphleter {in this lie of his)lictle leſſe then 
treaſonably;and therefore ought to ſuffer in the cenſure of God,and good 
men. Beſides this eAmalckzre; why were Rechaband Baanah, 2:Sam.4.. 
10,11, 3.Shime1, 2,Same16.5. 1.King. 2.46. Zimri, 1.King.16.9,10,18, . 
20. Bigthan aud Tereſh, Eſther 2,.21, 32+ 23. Zabad and Jehozabad , 
2, King, 12. 20, 21. and, 2. Chron. 24. 26, and Chap, 25, verſe 3. The 
ſervants of Amon; 2+. King 21, 23, 24. Why (1 ſay) were all theſe ar- 
raigned, condemned, executed, (ſome according to the Lawsof God, 
ſome of men, ſome of Nature as we reade)and that for touching the Lords 
Anointed, with a traiterous tonuch(whether-of hand, mouth, mind or in- 
tent)if there was-no Lav or inhibition concerning Kings properly to 
forbid them ſo to do? Doubtlefic the Penalty (fo ſeverely executed upen 
them) evidts, that there was(even to this purpoſe ) an inhibiting Law, 
both of God, of Nature, of Nations, and of State. 

Further, Ler Chriſtian SuabjeRs and conſcientious lay adviſedly to heart 
thoſe words of the Apoſtle, Romans 23.1. 2,5. Andifthe Higher Powers 
be properly Kings, then whom there is not an higher here on earth, and 
are onely and immediarly under him, that 1s the Higheſt of all(which of 
neceſſity mult be conceded, it theſe words of S, Pax! be compared with 
theſe of S. Peter, 1.Pet. 2-1 3,14-For what S, Pax! here requires \aſptiye 
ous; S, Peterthere appropriates it to the King , & apizxormon nay, 
and makes. him to. be the Higher or Supreme, in a diltin&n to the 
| | | — _. infexiour: 
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-inferiour Governour or Magiſtrate. )Andiftoyeſiſt (take it as the letter 


ſonnds) be ana of farre more daring inſolence then to rouch; then aske 
this Man once more (and you ſhall eaſily have his heart and intent) why 
this divine inhibition ( of reſiſting Higher Power) muſt needs be pecu- 
liarly underſtood of Kings : and that divine inhibition ( of ronching the 
Lords Anointed) muſt by no meanes be properly ſo meant? Tell him, he 
is nothing ſotender of the Sacred Perſon, as he pretends: that ſeeing he 
-can ſay nothing againſt that Place, where the Ordinance i not to be reſen 
ed ;he oncly feeks to cavill at that Place, where the Perſon zs nor ro be 
:touched. And if (to excuſe himſelfe) he anſwer that he meant not to de- 
ny the generall Truth (for he hasconfeſt 1t) nor yet to invalide the true 
Intent of other Texts, that might well be produc'd to ſucha purpoſe, 
but onely to vindicate this of the Pſalmiſt in particular from the larger 
application (as he yeiids) to the ſtricter letter: To him I now reply,that 
I cannot beleive this his tpecious pretext, when I have ſuch evident rea- 
ſons for his ſeditious intent: As, 
t. If he were ſatisfied with this Truth (that the Lords Anointed 5 noe 
z0 be touched, nor the Higher Power reſiſted ) why thenlabours he to vin< 
icate onetext from it,when he knowes,there are beſides ſo many to be 
produced for it?So that it is more then manifeſt, it isnota miſapplyed 
proofe (as he pretends ) but the main Truth of all,that he ſtrikes at,pre- 
ſuming thart the ill affkeRed and eaſily blinded through a conceived vin- 
-dication of one Place will thinke bur ſleightly of all other Places to that 
urpoſe. 

2 if he did onely intend ingennouſly to vindicate this place of the 
Pſalmezthen what do thoſe other places of Scripture crouded in the Ti- 
tle Page,not onely ſo impertinent to the pretended vindication, but ſo 
calumnious,ſo ſcandalous, and (that I may not fay treaſonable) mercly 
tending to faftion,to ſedition? Even that very thing argues evidently, he 
never meant to vindicate the ſingle place of Scripture at the top : but 
-only to calumniate and inſtigate, by thoſe many impertinences of abuſed 
Scripture at the bottom of his Title Page. As indeed he doth by all thoſe 
miſconſtrued and miſapplied Scriptures, this ſedirious Libell quite 
throughout. Thus, without doubt,you have his whole intent, 

Bur now let us examine him according to his pretences. He would 
vindicate that verſe of the Pſalme from ſome falſe gloſſes lately obtruded 
enit by Royalliſts. Spoken as like a v#lgariſt as may be. Whoſe common 
In etation of Scripture is of more errour then the Yalgar Tranſlarion 

ince he is ſuch a zealous vindicator of texts from falle gloſſes; 
dgrtakes he none of thoſe many hundreds of places, corrupted 


? 
(5) 
and wreſted by the Pap:ſts, and by the efuababtiſts; both Anthors and 
Fautours of the greatelt hereſfies and ſchiſmes? Nay, why vindicates he- 
not this very P/alme and verſe, from the Papsfts, that have takenit from 
Kings, and given it to Popes? Asfor the Papilts, he nibbles indeed alittle 
at them, and letteth you underſtand, their falſe glofle upon the place 
hath beene long ſince exploded: Bur yer he 1s envious and tells you not 
by whom. To fay truth, it was done, not by any Valgariſt, or Separe- 
5/2; but by ſuch as hecalls Royaliiſts, and (onrt- Divines; Men of learn= 
ing, piety, loyalty, order, diſcretion. Nay, and why vindicates he not 
this very Pſalme and verſe, from the Anabaptifts; that have takenit from 
both Kings and Prielts, and given it to the Common people? Hah ! the 
Anabaptiſts? why it 1s onely in their juſtification and behalf, that he is ſo 
eager in the vindication, who have much abuſed the place, to extirpate 
prelacy, confound Magiſtracy, and induce Anarchie, by planting here 
( their own Idol of confuſion ) Parity. Hence ſeeking to heighten the 
vulgar, firſt to a ſpirituall pride, and fo to a civill rebellion. As well wits 
nefleth that his main Collefion hereupon, with all the dependances;. 
That ſubjefts are Goas anojnted, as well as Kings, &c. which ſounds pa= 
radoxallto any ſenſible eare. And mark me well; if (together with that) 
all other the Proofes in this vindication prove not ſuch. 
1. Paradox. That this divine inhibition was given to Kings, not to 
ſubjets. Given hasa fallacy in it. Means he by way of direQion, or by 
way of obligation? If by way of obligation; then this muſt follow, That 
Kingsare here inhibited to 2ouch or harm ſubjets: but ſubjeAsnot inhi- 
bited here, but rather left ar liberty to touch and harme Kings. Bur as for 
the mere direRtion. I. Itis not fo palpable, that theſe words were dis 
re&tedto Kings. And therefore the ancient Fathers(whom this man will 
have conclude after his expoſition )fay plainly,that theſe wordsare not to 
be found in the hiſtory: but if God uttered them, it was by an Angell or 
ſome ſecretinſtint. And although ir be ſaid inthe preceding verſe of the 
Pfalme, he reproved Kings for their ſakes: yet*tis not fo evident and ex- 
preſſe that he reproved them by this ſaying. For as much as Saying is 
not in the Hebrew. And therefore this man is ſomewhat too confident; 
when (/aying even ro Kings themſelves } he peremptorily glofſes upon a- 
word not found in the text. 2. If we look to the parties literally and biſto- 
rically here concened (+ Abrahars, Iſaac, Facob) their ſtory plainly tells, 
that the inhibition (touch nor) is not ſo much direRted from God to the. 
Kings: as fromthe Kings to their ſubjeRsconcerning them, Gen. 1 2.30, 
Gen, 26.11. 3. Say this were directed to Kings; yet was it not to Kings 
inregard of their own ſubjes, For Abraham, 1(aac,&c, may not be faid 
to 
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to be ſubje& unto thoſe Heathen Kings. 4. Tt does not alwates imply,te 
whomis the direQion, theirs is alſo the Obligation. For we find fundry 
both precepts and promiſesin the Scripture, that are ſpoken ts one, and 
. yet concerning another. 5. Theſe words ſimply confidered as concerning 
the Lords Anoynted may have in them the force ofa promiſe, as well asa 
prohibition; and be directed to Princes generally for their faith and con- 
fidence, rather then their charge and obligation. 6. David is inſpired to 
call the patriarchs Gods Anoynted, knowing them to be the fame deputies, 
images, and vicegerents of God (as the times were ) as he himſelfe was. 
7.” Tis abſurd and ſeditious to fay,thar theſe words were ſpoken onely to 
Kings,and not to ſubjes;as if the one wereſolely-included,and the other 
here excluded from their duty. | 
2. Paradox, That theſe words were originally ſpoken and intended one= 
ty of Abraham, Iſaac &c.—- Who were neither attuall Kings, —— n0Y 
Kings and Preiſts by office —— and they were meant of them, not 4s they 
were Kings and Prieſts __—— but as forrainers and ſubjet;—and are 
80 be interpreted and applied, mot to Kings and Proeſts, as they are ſuch, 
but to the faithful, hough,and as fubjes.In ſuch a throng of Pa- 
tadoxes,the man is ſo overſeen, that heis forced in ſome things to thwart 
and contradi& himſelfe. As that Abraham, Iſaac&c. were neither Kings 
nor Prieſts; and again, that theſe words were not meant of them,as they 
were Kings and Prieſts. Where he grants rhe relation, onely denies the 
application. Item, that theſe words are tobe applied not to Kings; and 
yet he willingly and cordially profeſſes the place may be aptly applied to 
their perſonall-ſafety. But where he happens to favour himſelfe,let us 
now ſeethe truth & the Scriptures contraditing him. 1. When he ſaith, 
T hat theſe words were originally ſpoken aud intended of Abraham &c,Ori- 
Einaly it may be,if he mean hiſtorically, but not O»/y: For thus he barres 
_ tnſelfe of his own ſence inthe generall, while he ſolely ries it up to this 
Particular. Spoken it may be too, but not intended, For there's no que- 
ſtion but David intended here to inciude bimſelfe and his Poſterity, as 
The Lords Anointed: 28 appeares inthat he made it for 'a conſtant and 
.publick Pſalme of thankſgiving, 2.Chron. 16.7. Now ads and inſtances 
.of perpetuall and folemne Services ought not to bereſtrained to tempo= 
-rary or private Concernmentse 2. That eAbraham, Iſaac, &c. were net= 
ther allual Kings and Priefts, neither Kings and Prieſts by office, The 
Man is nughtily deceived: They were Kings and Prieſts (chough not fo 
rituall and ceremoniall asafterwards) yet auall and by office. It is ros 
too plain againſt him; the Patriarchs governed not one]y in Oeconomie, 
Þutn Policy,even-ſo farreas in higheſt affaires, vis, of life and death, in 
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pexceand warre, They likewiſe builr alcars, and offered facrifice, God 
Calls eAbraham 4 Prophet, Gen. 20.7.and the children of Herh call hims 
emichty Prince ar King, Gene 23.6. And asthey called the Patriarch a 
King;ſo S. Peter callsa King a Patriarch, Ads. 2. 2 9.ſo little difference he 
underttood berweene them. Neither was it other for ſubſtance then one 

overnment of God, that began in the Patriarchs, went through the 
| agen ended or reſted in K:»gs. They being all equally of one type, 
deputation, preſentation, vicegerencie. 3. That the Patriarchs were 
Subje&s.Thbar's a kind of Bull or contradiftion,to fay,Patriarchs and Subs 
jeds: for the word Patriarch ſounds ſuch a thing as King. And they were 
ſuch, as is proved above, And Kings are bur Patriarchs or cheife go- 
yerning Fathers of their Countreys, How were the PatriarchsSubje&s 
tothoſeamong{t whom they ſojourned? When as eAbraham acknow- 
ledging himſelfe a $9joxrner, they accounted him nevertheleſſe a mighey 
Prince amongſt them,Gen. 23.4.6. when themſelves acknowledged thar 
they were mightier then they.Gen. 26.16, when battaile was given by one 
of theſe, to foure of choſe at once with vitory thereupon. Gen. 14. 14. 
when they were glad to treat with them as free Princes, to article 
and covenant with them for mutuall priviledges and indemnity, 
Gen. 21. 21, 23,23, Gen. 26. 28, 29. In one word, If the Patri= 
archs were Subzeds to thoſe amonglt whom they ſojourned(as this man 
falſely impoles upon all Expoſitours) then let him ſhew us from them, 
where the Patriarchs did appeale to their Lawes; (either for matter of 
Policie or Religion) and whether it was lawfull for them ſo'to do? or if 
they wereatany time ſubdued to that ſubje&ion? Bur ſince it is ſo clear, 
that the Patriarchs were not SubjeQs but Princes; now then it followes 
neceſſarily, that theſe words of the Pfalme are to be underſtood of them, 
not as Subjects, but as Princes; and in that reſpe& chiefly they are here 


_ Called Gods Anointed. So thatnow the ſence and ſumme of theſe words 


arc literally and genuinely thus to be colle&ed and apprehendedzas God 
ſhould fay,O ye Kings & Princes of the Nations, Toxchnot,with any of- 
fer or violence, ive, whom Thave choſen to my ſelfe before all the na- 


' tions of the earth: five Anointed,ſuch as are conſecrated to be Kings and 


Princes in a more ſpeciall manner then your felves: and have more righe 


{by my promiſe)to dwell and rule in this land, then you: Nay,to whom 


I(whoſe thecarth is and all that dwell therein)have given and ſubjeRted 
yous So that it is thus more then manifeſt that God ſpeaks theſe words of 
the Palme to the nations, eventhe greateſt and proudeſt of them, whom 
he had execrated already and devoted into ſubjeRionto the Patriarchs 
and Princes, whom he had yoted and Va either to ſubdue or ex- 

| _ Tpats 


/ (3) 
tirvate them as enemies; orelſe (as {ervants and SubjeQs).toreigne and 
rule over them. 
3. Paradox, That the People and Snbjets are Gods eAnointed as well as 

Kings, The man do:s ſeem cordially to profeſic, rhar Kings (1 ſacred 
writ ) are commonly called Gods anointed, &c. Andto this purpoſe hee 
hcaps his proofs in figures and not 13 words at length. Arid that's not fo 
' cordially, as cunningly done . For the many proots that are againſt him 
them he gives you bur grofſcly, and ina clutrer; as if it did even irk himz- 
ro recite chem. Bur the few proofes thet he would have make for him 
them he erawls out at length. And why ſo? Beczuſe did he not currall 


thoſe former texts,the very recitall would ſuftciently confure him, And. 


all ſenſible men might reade at once, and perceive, That Kings are not 


onely Gods euoreed inthe generall; bur by a (peciall Emphaſis called: 


the Lords Anointed. Nor yet commonly ſo called; but really fo conſecrs- 
ted. And not onely is it with an oyle of outward rice and Ceremony : but 
according to an Ordinance of perpetua!l truth and myſtery. As {halt fur- 
ther appeare In examination of the fo vehemently urged proots tor his 
opinion.vs5z.Plal, 28.8. where the Anointed in the 8. verſe, he will have 
to be the People mentioned in theg. veric. Whenas the 8. verſe hath 
the full ſenſc in it iclfe. And nor only ſo, but David there diſtinguiſhes 
betwixt thie P/ebs (as they tranſlate it ) and the Unitw.. And ſpeakes of 
them in the Plurall; of himſelfe (for Gods Anointed) in the ſingular 
number. Neither isit unlawtull for David in the Pſalmes, to {peake of 
himſzlfc in the third Perſon; as appeares F{al.18. 5o. which is the next 
place, he ſecxes to wreſt ro his purpoſe. Where (ince he cannot deny 


bis eAninted to be David and bu ſeed : he therefore will have David: 


and bis ſeed there, to be Chriſt and his Eleft, Which ſenſe (we deny 
not) may be orthodoxally admitted in the allegoric ; butby his leave, 
we may not ſuffer the genuine ſenſe of theletter to be rejeted; unlefſe 
he can make it plane, there is ſuchan abſurdity in the lirerall,that it cans: 


nor ſtand with reaſon, but muſt neceſſarily therefore be transferred to a». 


nother ſenſe. Now theſe words inthe bare and expreſle letter are faire 


and full ſenſe, either backewards or forwards. Hu King, bis anointed, | 


David: David,his anointed, buy King, Which words {either way ) will 
primerily beare no other ſenſe then this,that David propoſcs himſclfe ta 
be Gods efnointed, as he was a King. Andis not this a moſt excellent 
Vindscatour now,and (incere? that pretending (as his maine worke) to 
reſcue and reQific one verſe of a P/a/me, according to the originall fente 
and.meaning; and yet to that purpole, ſticks not to falſifie and diſtort 
eo? His next Place is Habe 3,13, Is it poſſible, that the man ſhould be 
| ſo 
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fo blinded, as norco diſtinguiſh there; berwixt, for thy people and with 
thine Anomted? The words cxpreſſcly teach, that the. Propher there 
ſpcakes of them as two. As namely, for them, whoſc benefit was the end; 
with bim, whole authority was the meanes. Itis very plaine from the 
ewo preceding verſes,that by the People, the Prophet intends the //raet- 
tres; and by the anointed, Foſhna,their Captaine, And Ipraynow, whe- 
ther was /o/ſhnaa SubjeR,ora ſupreame Magiſtrate? Thus he'is quite out 
of the old Teſtament; where Kings and Princes (11a peculiar manner) 
are above 3orimes called Gods anommted. Now let us ſee how he would 
faine helpe himſclfe in che New,viz. 2.Cor.1.3t. Now,thc ugh | might 
here diſtinguiſh of anointing; yet the cxactnefle of the Apoſtles ownex- 
preiion bids me here fave the labour. Hath anointed (laith S. Paul to the 
People of Corinth) not you, but ws, and hath effablifhed ne with you;it may 
be'preciſely interpreted of his Offictall rather then Perſonall union; as 
ef his Apoſtleſhip,preilthood, miniftry; ro which God hath anointed or 
ordained him, and had cſtabliſh't or confirmed him with, or amongſt 
them. But what ſay we to that Place,hecites, r, Joh.2. 27. Here I yeild 
that Gods faithfull People, though Subjects have an anornrsng: but I dare 
not therefore inferre hence, that they are (in all points) Gods anointed, 
much leſſe, as well as Kings. For the e-Lnosnting here, is the holy Ghoſt, 
end his gifts; who though he anoint all the Ele to the generall calling 
of Chriſtians; yernot to the ſpeciall calling of Kings, and Preiſts. AH 
trae Chriſtians are anointed with the ſpirituallunRion,that of regenera» 
tion: butnot with the regall union, that of inauguration; nor with the 


facerdorall union, that of miniſtration. Laſtly corhoſe places, 1,Pct. 2. 


5.9.Rev.1.6.and 5.10, Thoſe Places are ſufficiently cleared by all ortho«» 
dox Divines ( whether you call chem Lutherans, or (alviniſts ) againſt 
the Anabapriſts: whoblindly preſuming hence,of an <quall account with 
God; would hereupon proudly account themſelves equall with all men. 
And thus abuſe thole places,as arguments for their fanarick Parity, both 
in Church and Common- wealth. But the learned and orthodox (25s T lay } 


diſſolve thoſe arguments (and in that reſolve all good Chriſtians) by di- 


Ninguiſhing: As namely, that all ttuc Chriltians are Kings and Prieſts.1, 
'Comparatively, in reference to the heathen anduncalled: as may well 
be gathered fro thoſe words1in the old Teſtament, Exog.1 9.6.from which 
'theſe in the New,are taken & applied. Yea and S. Peterexpreſſes ſo much, 
a rojall Prieſthood, that is, a choſen generation, a peculiar people which:in 
rimes paſt were not a People. 2.Spiritually, and in alarge ſenſe, AsS. Peter 
alloexpounds him{cifg inthe one place 4 roya/t Prieſt hood,that 15,4n holy 

-” | oo: nation, 


(10) 

w4tion to offer up ſpirituall ſacrifices. And ſo doth $ John inthe other, 
Kings and Prieſts, not tomen,but ro God. Offcring up ſacrifices of 
prayers and praiſes; reigning and ruling over their own carnall [uſts and 
concupiſcences. And thus much the man himiclf cannot but confeſle, 
That all true Chriſtians are Kings and Pricſis in a ſpirituall ſence, though 
\#hey be but SnbjeiFs in a P oliticke ſence. Having ſaid thus much himſelt,F 
wonder what it is the Man would now contend for, Let Chriſtians be 
fabjc&inapolitick ſence (yer nor merely politick neither , but outof 
Conſcience,and with reſpeR tothe divine ordinance )2nd who will deny 
them tobe Kings and Prieſts in a fſpirituall ſence? Wrll any Chriftian 
Kingenvy his Subjesthe eternall crown of glory ( as he ſpeaks ) and 
there reigning with (rift for ever, fo they intrench not upon histempo- 
rall Crewn; nor ulurpe toreigne with him here 0n Earth? After this his 
own diſtinQion, wark now what is become of his Propoſition, That all 
the faithfull are Gods anoynted, as well as Kings. Bzlike he meanes it one- 
ly ina fpirituall ſence: andthen it is no more, then it he had ſaid thus, 
That all good Chriſtians are Chriſtians as well as Kings; becauſe Chriltis 

an ſignihes Anointed. 
4 Paradox, That it is more' unlawfull for Kings to wake warre apon 
their Subjefts, by way of offence, then for Subje tis, to take up armes againſt 
Kings, by way-of defence. All this 1s belides the vindication of the Plalme; 
I ſhall therefore be the lefle upon it» Otherwilc this very point were 
worth a treatiſe: whichis not tobe lookt forin a pamphlets refutation. 
That poore piece of the Pſalme is but the pretence, here isthe matrer ins 
tended, While he tumbles abour that, he hopes the ignorant and ill-af- 
feed will ſwallow down this. But be ſhall never reſolve nor perſwade 
wiſe men and conſciencious; unlefſe he will take painsnot to determine 
raſhly but to diſcuſſe orderly, and inſtruct ſoundly, intheſe 3 points at 
leaſt, 1 What warre offenſive, and defenſive is. 2- How farre forth a man: 
may be defenfive oncly,and yetnot offenſive. 3. Whether the defenſive, 
or oftcnſive, be on this ſide, or that. To determine all theſe aright, were 
to ſatisfie eonfciences: but tourge andinveigh upon ſuppoſalls, is to in- 
tangle them-fo much the more, Yet conſideralittle what he fates upon 
ſuppoſition:-/t «© more anlawfulltthatargues ſome unlawfulneſle, as weil 
on one fide, as another. Swhze &s may take up armes merely defeyſive; Not 
offenſive then in any caſe; much lcfſe mercly offenfive. Why may they 
do ſo, as he ſaies?- becauſe they are Gods anojnted 200, Is that his-maine 
reaſon for theirtaking up armes? well. And how arethey Gods anopnted? 
_ He aies himſelf, ina Sperituall ſence. Why then,by the force of his own 
Argument their armes. ought.oncly to be ſpirituall.. For they arenot (as 
| _ 
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he grants) Gods anoynted in a Poliricke ſenſe; and therefore politick 
their armes mult not be. But he ha's other under-reaſons, Becauſe God 
bath forbidden Kings to injure or oppreſſe their Subjets,being his anoynted 
faithfull Chriſtians. Soarc they inhibited though their SubjeRs were Pa» 
gans. And God hath likewile inhibited SubjeRsrorefiſt andinjure Kings, 
Item, God hath pumſhed aud plagued Kings for fo 424g. Norte then, that 
it is in God to puniſh them. And, beſides that he delivers them to Kings 
to puniſh chem; God will likewiſe ptague Subjects if they offend their 
Kings. Item, tut there us no law of God or man, that hath given eAntho= 
rity to Kings, to injure or oppreſſe their ſubjett; wage warre againſt 
them, &c, How much lefſc as there for tubjze&s then? Item, that there ze 
an Oath at the Coronation for Kings ro ob/erwe: Sothere isfor Subjeas 
likewile, a» Oach of Allegiance. But why perſiſt I in repljing to theſe? 
Himiclf fates, be rarks his reaſons to clear this point, That Kings muſt 
mo move offer violence to their Subjefts perſons or eſtates (without legall cone 
Diction, aud juſt cauſe) then they offer violence totheir Kings. Apoint as 
clear as the noonday,though he had produced never a reaſon for tt. Be= 
fide theſe, and many his other inſtances of Scripture, althoughtrue in 
themſelves, and to be regarded with tremblings: yet thus abuſed by 
this vile man, they arc onelyto be arſwered with indignation and ab- 
horring: becauſe they areurged upon falſe grounds and ſuppoſitions , 
and wicha calumnious and feditions intent. 

5. Paradox, That Kings were created by, and for thei ſubjefts, &c. The 
reſt of it is ſo ſawcy, chat it is not fora modeſt man to repeat. And this 
alſo is quite beſides the propoſe virdication: and ferves onely to ſpeak 
the intention of the Author, Seaition. Yet 1s this he ſates,as falſe,as ſedi= 
tious,quite contrary to Scriptures, As.Prov.8.15,16, By me Kingsreigne, 
(faics God) and therefore not by mcn. Dan. 4.2.7 he moſt high geverth the 
K ingdome to whomſoever he will;aud not they, Rome 13.1,2,3,4, The highs 
er Powers are Gods Ordinance, and tiot mans . Gods Miniſters they are, 
and thcrefore not the Peoples Servants. Why are they called Gods,PÞfal. 
$2.6. John 10. 34, 35- but becaule they are immediately from God,and 
repreſent God here on earth, as types and images of Gods divine pro 
vidence, Chriſts Kingly office, and the Angelicall order: yea and as the 
perfeRion of humane ſociety,and of the Communion of Saints * What 
fay they ; when even wicked Kings are Gods ordinance. 1.S2m-12.13. 
and fent of God, not for their owne ſo much, as for the peoples finne, 
Prov. 28. 2. We ſay,there are foure ends ofa Kings being: the firit is 
Gods glory ;the ſecond is his owne Salyation;the third is the good of the . 
Church,the fourth is the welfare. of the State, (which conſiſts as well in 

puniſhing, 
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puniſhing,as rewardimg, Rom.1 3.3,4.) Now becauſe the peopleare one 
end; will chey therefore claime to be the whole efficient? though the 
people may ſccondarily,and in fome circumſtances. be interefſed;as in ec» 
letion (where any ſuchcuſtome is) intheinauguration,the Counſell, 
the aſſiſtance, &c; yet can they haveno right of challenge to the ſub- 
- ek primary tundamentall, the Ordinance, the Power, which is of 
God. 

Yet let ustake the beſt of this man as well as the worlt. His intent (he 
faies) #5 nor ro foment this unnatural! deſtruftive warre,&c. It WaSExe- 
crable for any man to lay other wile. And therefore even thole that endea- 
your itare notwithſtanding aſhamed to proclaime it. Burt he profcſſes 
further ; that Kings are Gods Anoynted, and in that reſpeft,their Perſons 
are ſacred; and no violence ought to be exerciſed upon their perſons, eſpev 
cially by their Subjefs. As he confeſſes, is cleare, 1.Sam. 24-3.t012. 17. 
18, 19.andchap.26.7. to 25.2.Sam.1.2.to 7, Neverthelcſſc,this is not 

fo cordially ſpoken as he pretends.Becauſc he conceals a great part of the 
truth, For Kings are to be preſerved inviolable,not only intheir perſons, 
but likewiſe 10 their Name ard Honour, as is allo cleare, Exod. 22,38, 
. Eccles.10.20. Alſo 1n their Government and Aatbority; Rom, 13.1.2, 

_ 8. Asalſoin their rights and revenues, Matt. 22.21:Rome13.7.Theſfe 


matters worthy of a ſerious Treatiſe by it ſelfe ( ſcarce to be medted: 


with in a by-confutation)to the intent people may know, that all Allegi- 
ance, and obedience of Subjeds, is not meercly tyed tothe perſon of a 
Prince: And therefore that a care or zeale tothe perſons not to be pre» 
tended 1n an injury or neglet.co all the reſt. | 
But I hold my duty here done to revindicate Palme 105 .15.from fuck 
felſc glofſesas are notoriouſly obtruded on it by him here:and have been 
herctofore by(his ke)the Anabapriſts.now therefore his proofs all pro. 
ying Paradoxall;let us(ere we end)looke a little into his Authorities. Hſs 
Authorities? where arc they?why he fayes, S. Auguſtine, with ſundry 
other expoſitors, conclude of the ſenſe of this place according to his pur= 
poſe, He but fayesſo:but let us heare and ſee what S, Auguſtwe bimfcif, 
and others ſay indeed upon the place. 
S. Auguſtine moves this quoting, How the Parriarchs could be called 


anointed, «ntequam eſſet unitio, before the regall ano:nting 2s yet was. Ir 


is very plain he ſpcaks ofthe regall anointing; for he addes immcdiately 
Ex qua hoc nomen impoſitum eſt Regibus: by which anointing the name 
eLncinted is attributed to Kings. Sothat the ſumme of the Fathers 
quere 
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gneve is on*ly this. Why this name ano5nted uſuall and proper to Kings; 
{Fould be ſpoken of the Parriarchs, while as yet no ſuch union was in 
vic?And it1sto be ſupp.ied in anſwer, That the regall union as yet was 
not in the ricuall way of itzbutin the virtuall way ic was. And if the man 
thinkerto ſnatch advantage,becauſe the Father ſpeaks at large,ideo (bri- 
fti,quia etiamfi latenter,jam tamen Chriſtians. Thar the Patriarchs might 
thercforenotamiſle be called anorinred, becauſe they were even then Chri- 
ſttans,though veiled. Ler him Jook before rhar, and he ſhall find him ex» 
pounding it in a ſtraiter ſenſe: Unae ergo 5/1 jam tunc Chriſti appellaba 
tur?uam Prophetas illos fuiſſe legimwa, Why were the Parriarchs then 
called anointed?becaulc (as we reade)bthey were Proph And before 
that (as the firlt ſenſe) ſpeaking of the ſpecial anointing; < makes the 
tame to beginand reſt onely in Kings, 9nod a Sanle capit, cus David 
ſucceſſit in regno ,atque inde ceteri & reges [ude,&reges 1ſrael,continuatio 
one ſacrate conſuetudints ungebantur. Which name anointed degan in Saul, 
whom David ſucceeded in the kingdome, and thence was the ſacred rite 
continued to the ſeverall Kings of Ifraell and ſudah,, Now let the Man 
ſhew us how S,eAnguſtine excludes Kings here from being Gods anon 
zed,or (reſpectively ) expounds it of Subjects,or once intimates hereup= 
on that SubjeRs are Gods Anointed, as well as Kings. 

S. Hierome vindicates this place of the Pfalme 1uſtly againſt certaine 
Jewiſh Doctours, who in hatred ro Chriſt our Lord; the true Meitiah, 
perverſely ſcemed to argue hence, Thatnone were to becalled Chriſts, 
eLnointed, that were not anointed with the Regall unguent. Where= 
upon he inferres, Ecce, ante Legem, Patriarch, nm units regalinn, 
guento Chriſti dicuntur. Behold, before the Law, the Patriarches are 
called Anointed, which were not anointed with the regall union. 
And that he meancs materially, Andeven that intimates that Kings: 
which (fince the Law ) are not anointed ſo materially and fo ritually, are 
nevertheleſſe virtually anddivinely, Gods anointed. Further, leſt any 
ſhould imagine, that he ſhould exempr Kings from being ſpecially un- 
derſtood inthis place; he elſewhere applies it to them alone. As com- 
menting upon Lſa1. 45. 1- Where God calls King Cyrus hisanvinted, 
and that according to-the manner of the Hebrewes, whoſe regall enligne 
was anointiog; Unde & Saul Chriſtus D omins dxcitnr, + in Pſalms le+ 


gimus, Nolite tangere Chriſtos meos. Whcereupon ({ayesthe Father ) 


Saul is called the Lords anointed; and likewiſe we reade inthe Plalme, 
Towch not mine anoumed, 
Theſe 


| (14) 
* | Theſe two be the cheife of the ancient Expoſitours whom Proſper, Ar- 
wobins ,Cafſiodore, venerable Bede, Bravo, and others doe follow,diſtin- 
- guiſhing indeed moſtly betwixt the materiall,andthe ſpirituall Chriſme 
. or union. But it behoves to underſtand the reaſon of this warinefſe in 
diſcerning. It was principally becauſe the hereticall Rebbives ſtrove here 
' tocxclude {brift, as the ſchiſmaticall Anbapriſts ſtrive bere to exclude 
Kings. We conclude therefore againſt them both, making up the true 
and full ſenſe of the verſe of this Pſalme, with that of another, viz. Pal. 
45- Thoughall Chriſtians be Gods anointed in a ſpirituall ſenſe; yer as 
concerning Chriff, and Kings; (one inthe myſticall,the other inthe in | 
theliterall ſenſe) God, every their God hath anointed them above theiv fel. 
Jowes. Wherefore be it properly and ſpecially, not onely ſaid bur laid to 
the Conſcienccsot all men,young and old,rich and poore,high and low, # 


many or few, | 


Touch not mine Annointed, &xc, 


